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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 6, 8, and 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mullaney (USP 5917484) in view of Evanitsky et al ("Evanitsky", USP 
5045880). 

Regarding claims 1 , 6, and 1 5, Mullaney teaches a method for controlling an 
operator interface of a computer-controlled system, comprising the steps of processing 
a control panel program by a computer, said control panel program defining an operator 
interface on a screen (400 in Fig. 4), providing a plurality of display fields on the 
operator interface, said plurality of display fields containing graphic elements text (402- 
416 in Fig. 4), storing a graphics file with contains pixels corresponding to graphics 
element to be represented for each of said plurality of display fields (col. 4, lines 27-29), 
storing a plurality of language versions in text files for the text of each of said plurality of 
display fields (col. 4, lines 33-36), said text is to be displayed with the graphics element 
including multiple instances of the text associated with the graphics element wherein 
each instance of text is in a different language (line 67 of column 3 to line 4 of col 4); 
selecting one simple language for the texts of all of said plurality of display fields 
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depending on an input instruction (col. 3, lines 62-67), loading the graphics file that 
belong to every one of said plurality of display fields into a main memory of the 
computer (col. 4, lines 29-33), accessing text files of the language selected in said 
selecting step to retrieve text of the selected one of said plurality of language versions 
(col 5, lines 25-35), and displaying the display fields by representing text pixels of the 
text files of the selected language together with the pixels of the corresponding graphics 
file for each display field (Fig. 5). 

Mullaney differs from the claims in that Mullaney does not teach that there are 
plural graphics elements and text displayed. However, such feature is known in the art 
as taught by Evanitsky. 

Evanitsky teaches a system for programming reproduction machines which can 
be a printer (col 1 , lines 5-8), the system comprises displaying on screen 220 several 
graphics elements and text (see Fig. 10) displayed together in display fields (see 
graphics elements and their associated text in Fig. 10), each of the graphics elements 
corresponding to a printer function ("sides manage" function, "reduce/enlarge" function), 
said text that is displayed with corresponding ones of said graphics elements 
corresponding to the same printer functions as said graphics elements and the text 
being descriptive of the graphics element) (for example, text "side manage" and graphic 
element 310 correspond to the same function of managing side) Part 270 of screen 220 
presents several icons (302, 304, etc.), each of them displayed with corresponding text 
for specifying the function of the icon (see Fig. 10). Since both references are in the 
same field displaying graphic elements and text on the same screen, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Mullaney and Evanitsky 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the interface system taught by 
Mullaney to include the displaying several graphics element and text taught by 
Evanitsky with the motivation being to increase the user friendliness of the system by 
displaying more graphic elements on the screen. 

Regarding claims 3 and 8, Evanitsky teaches a touch sensitive screen display to 
accept input from users (column 3, lines 39-45). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 13, Evanitsky teaches that the system is printer (col 1 , 
lines 5-8). 

Regarding claims 12 and 14, Evanitsky teaches that the system is printer (col 1 , 
lines 5-8). 

3. Claims 2 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mullaney in view of Evanitsky as applied to claims 1 and 6 above, and further in view of 
Daly et al ("Daly", USP 4907282). 

Regarding claims 2 and 7, Mullaney in view of Evanitsky teaches the invention 
substantially as specified in claims 1 and 6 above. Mullaney does not teach the storing 
graphics file in a ROM component. However, this feature is known in the art as taught 
by Daly. Daly teaches a method for constructing, storing, and displaying character 
which comprises storing bitmaps (graphics file) in a ROM component (col 2, lines 17- 
21). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of 
Mullaney and Daly before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
interface method taught by Mullaney to include storing bitmaps (graphics file) in a ROM 
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component taught by Daly with the motivation being to enable the user to apply 
Mullaney's method in computer systems that are not used to display graphics. 

4. Claims 4 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mullaney in view of Evanitsky as applied to claims 3 and 8 above, and further in view of 
and Frary et al ("Frary", WO 90/12358). 

Regarding claims 4 and 9, Mullaney in view of Evanitsky does not teach selecting 
the language in the application-menu from an initial menu. However, this feature is 
known in the art as taught by Frary. Frary teaches a multi-lingual operator control panel 
which comprises selecting the language in the application-menu (Fig. 2) from an initial 
menu 30. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Mullaney before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
interface method taught by Mullaney to include selecting the language in the 
application-menu from an initial menu taught by Frary with the motivation being to 
enable the system to give users different ways to choose the desired language. 

5. Claims 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mullaney in view of Evanitsky as applied to claims 1 and 6 above, and further in view of 
and Kumano ("Kumano", USP 5978754). 

Regarding claims 5 and 10, Mullaney in view of Evanitsky does not teach steps 
of reading out the new text from the appertaining text file, and displaying the text that 
was read out instead of the previous text without changing the graphics file of the 
appertaining display field given a change of the language. However, such feature is 
known in the art as taught by Kumano. Kumano teaches a translation display apparatus 
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which comprises displaying the change in language without changing the image (Fig. 
4A - 4B). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Mullaney and Kumano before him at the time the invention was made, to . 
modify the interface method taught by Mullaney to include displaying the change in 
language without changing the image taught by Frary with the motivation being to use 
the same images for different languages. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 07/09/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to Applicant's argument "A difference of the invention over the prior 
art combination is that the combination does not show a symbol associated with the 
printer function that has a text describing a function that can be changed by a user.... 
The claims have been directed to text and symbols that both relate to the same printer 
function and yet are separate so that the user can change the text and replace it with a 

translation of that text into another language ", it is noted that independent claims are 

rejected on the combination of Mullaney and Evanitsky. As clearly presented above, 
Evanitsky teaches on the control panel in Fig. 10, there are text and symbols that both 
relate to the same printer function (for example, text "reduce/enlarge" and graphic 
element 308 correspond to the same function of managing size). Mullaney teaches that 
text on the control panel can be replaced with a translation of that text into another 
language (Fig. 6-7), and text is displayed in the language that was selected. Mullaney 
further teaches that only one instance of each graphics file is provided while multiple 
instances of the corresponding text is provided (for each selected language, display one 
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instance of graphical indicia 416 and multiple instances of the text) (Fig. 5). Therefore, 
the combination of Mullaney and Evanitsky teaches the claims as presented in the 
rejection above. 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu. 

The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 
571-272-4057. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca, can be reached at 571-272-4048. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 

703-872-9306 

and / or: 
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571-273-4057 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for "INFORMAL" 
or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal paper / amendment 
be faxed directly to them on occasions). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703-305- 
3900). 
Kieu D. Vu 




"■"^ JOHN CABECA 
UPERVIS0RY PATENT EXAM 1 ' 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 



